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DMHC Disclosure RequirementsDMHC Disclosure Requirements

Within 120 days following each reporting period due date, theWithin 120 days following each reporting period due date, the
Department will make the following information available on itsDepartment will make the following information available on its
websitewebsite for public inspection:for public inspection:
1.1. A list of all RBOsA list of all RBOs
2.2. Whether the RBOs have ‘met’ or ‘not met’ each of theWhether the RBOs have ‘met’ or ‘not met’ each of the

Grading Criteria:Grading Criteria:
�� Positive Working CapitalPositive Working Capital
�� Positive TNEPositive TNE
�� 95% Claims Timeliness95% Claims Timeliness
�� IBNR Methodology/EstimatesIBNR Methodology/Estimates
�� CashCash--toto--Claims ratio (effective 1/1/06)Claims ratio (effective 1/1/06)
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DMHC Disclosure RequirementsDMHC Disclosure Requirements
(continued)(continued)

3.3. Relative financial information including:Relative financial information including:
�� Actual claims timeliness % reportedActual claims timeliness % reported
�� TNE as a relative ratio calculated by DMHCTNE as a relative ratio calculated by DMHC
�� Relative working capital ratio calculated by DMHCRelative working capital ratio calculated by DMHC

4.4. A list of all RBOs that have not filed either aA list of all RBOs that have not filed either a
financial survey or compliance statement to date.financial survey or compliance statement to date.

5.5. Aggregated data that enables consumers to assessAggregated data that enables consumers to assess
an RBO’s relative financial viability in a formatan RBO’s relative financial viability in a format
consistent with confidentiality requirements.consistent with confidentiality requirements.
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DMHC will display the RBODMHC will display the RBO’’ss
Financial Survey Data including:Financial Survey Data including:

�� 95% Claims Timeliness (Met / Not95% Claims Timeliness (Met / Not
Met)Met)

�� Actual Claims Timeliness %Actual Claims Timeliness %
�� IBNR Methodology/Estimates (MetIBNR Methodology/Estimates (Met

/ Not Met)/ Not Met)
�� Whether a CAP is requiredWhether a CAP is required
�� Whether CAP is implemented or inWhether CAP is implemented or in

progressprogress
�� Whether compliant with final CAPWhether compliant with final CAP

�� RBO/DMHC NumberRBO/DMHC Number
�� RegionRegion
�� CountyCounty
�� Reporting PeriodReporting Period
�� FYEFYE
�� Working Capital (Met / Not Met)Working Capital (Met / Not Met)
�� DMHCDMHC CalculatedCalculated -- RelativeRelative

Working CapitalWorking Capital
�� TNE (Met / Not Met)TNE (Met / Not Met)
�� DMHCDMHC CalculatedCalculated -- Relative TNERelative TNE
�� CashCash--toto--Claims ratio (effectiveClaims ratio (effective

1/1/2006 shown as Met / Not1/1/2006 shown as Met / Not
Met)Met)
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DMHC will display the RBO’sDMHC will display the RBO’s
Compliance Statement Data:Compliance Statement Data:

�� RBO/DMHC NumberRBO/DMHC Number
�� RegionRegion
�� CountyCounty
�� Reporting PeriodReporting Period
�� FYEFYE
�� Working Capital (Met / Not Met)Working Capital (Met / Not Met)
�� TNE (Met / Not Met)TNE (Met / Not Met)
�� CashCash--toto--Claims (effective 1/1/2006 shown as Met / NotClaims (effective 1/1/2006 shown as Met / Not

Met)Met)
�� 95% Claims Timeliness (Met / Not Met)95% Claims Timeliness (Met / Not Met)
�� IBNR EstimatesIBNR Estimates
�� Claims Timeliness percentageClaims Timeliness percentage
�� If DMHC Required RBO to file Quarterly Financial SurveyIf DMHC Required RBO to file Quarterly Financial Survey



6

Comparative Data Available toComparative Data Available to
the Publicthe Public

DMHC will publish a summary ofDMHC will publish a summary of
comparative aggregated financial datacomparative aggregated financial data
including:including:

�� AveragesAverages
�� Statewide and Regional comparisonsStatewide and Regional comparisons
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DMHC’s RBO Regional andDMHC’s RBO Regional and
Statewide SummaryStatewide Summary

Summary o f Repo rted RBO Data
STATEWIDE REGION 1 REGION 2 REGION 3 REGION 4 REGION 5 REGION 6 REGION 7

Number o f RBOs repo rting financ ia l s urveys 161 0 30 5 4 90 23 9
Number o f RBOs repo rting co mpliance s ta tements 36 1 5 1 0 23 2 4
Number o f No n-filing RBOs (bas ed upo n inho us e data) 20 0 2 0 0 16 1 1

Number o f RBOs no n-co mpliant with the wo rking capita l requirement 14 0 5 1 0 6 2 0
Number o f RBOs no n-co mpliant with the Tangible Net Equity (TNE)
requirement

14 0 4 2 0 5 2 1

Number o r RBOS no n-co mpliant with the cas h-to -cla ims requirement (e f n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
Number o f RBOs no n-co mpliant with the 95% cla ims time lines s
requirement

4 0 2 0 0 1 0 1

Number o f RBOs no n-co mpliant with the IBNR metho do lo gy
requirement

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Average re la tive wo rking capita l ra tio 1.65 0 1.55 0.84 1.71 1.72 1.95 1.15
Average re la tive TNE ratio 1.76 0 1.98 1.01 2.34 1.71 2.04 1.25
Average cas h-to -cla ims requirement (eff. 1/1/06) n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
Average cla ims time lines s pe rcentage 98.42 0 99.00 98.98 98.5 98.48 98.73 94.38
Average cla ims time lines s fo r tho s e RBO repo rted no n-co mpliant with
95%

51.38 0 49.5 0 0 87 0 69

Number o f RBOs meeting a ll grading criteria 141 0 25 3 4 81 21 7
Number o f RBOs no n-co mpliant with 1(o ne) grading crite ria 9 0 1 1 0 5 0 2
Number o f RBOs no n-co mpliant with 2 (two ) grading crite ria 9 0 2 1 0 4 2 0
Number o f RBOs no n-co mpliant with 3 (three) grading crite ria 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0
Number o f RBOs no n-co mpliant with 4 (fo ur) grading crite ria 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Number o f RBOs no n-co mpliant with a ll grading crite ria 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Number o f Co rrective Actio n P lans (CAP ) required 19 0 4 2 0 9 2 2
Number o f CAP s in the deve lo pment pro ces s 19 0 4 2 0 9 2 2
Number o f CAP s appro ved by the Department 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Number o f RBOs co mpliant with appro ved CAP n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
Number o f RBOs no n-co mpliant with appro ved CAP n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

No te: The da ta herein is evo lving as DMHC and RBO s ta ff wo rk to gethe r to ens ure co rrec t filings .
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Quarterly Financial SurveyQuarterly Financial Survey
Data (by region)Data (by region)

�� Number of RBOs reporting financial surveysNumber of RBOs reporting financial surveys
�� Number of RBOs reporting compliance statementsNumber of RBOs reporting compliance statements
�� Number of NonNumber of Non--filing RBOs (based upon infiling RBOs (based upon in--house data)house data)
�� Number of RBOs nonNumber of RBOs non--compliant with the working capitalcompliant with the working capital

requirementrequirement
�� Number of RBOs nonNumber of RBOs non--compliant with the Tangible Net Equitycompliant with the Tangible Net Equity

(TNE) requirement(TNE) requirement
�� Number of RBOs nonNumber of RBOs non--compliant with the cashcompliant with the cash--toto--claimsclaims

requirement (effective 1/1/2006)requirement (effective 1/1/2006)
�� Number of RBOs nonNumber of RBOs non--compliant with the 95% claims timelinesscompliant with the 95% claims timeliness

requirementrequirement
�� Number of RBOs nonNumber of RBOs non--compliant with the IBNR methodologycompliant with the IBNR methodology

requirementrequirement
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�� Average relative working capital ratioAverage relative working capital ratio
�� Average relative TNE ratioAverage relative TNE ratio
�� Average cashAverage cash--toto--claims requirement (effective 1/1/06claims requirement (effective 1/1/06

as a %)as a %)
�� Average claims timeliness percentageAverage claims timeliness percentage
�� Average claims timeliness for those RBOs thatAverage claims timeliness for those RBOs that

reported nonreported non--compliance with the 95% claimscompliance with the 95% claims
timeliness requirementtimeliness requirement

Quarterly Financial SurveyQuarterly Financial Survey
Data (by region) continuedData (by region) continued
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Quarterly Financial SurveyQuarterly Financial Survey
Data (by region) continuedData (by region) continued

�� Number of RBOs meeting all grading criteriaNumber of RBOs meeting all grading criteria
�� Number of RBOs nonNumber of RBOs non--compliant with 1 (one) grading criteriacompliant with 1 (one) grading criteria
�� Number of RBOs nonNumber of RBOs non--compliant with 2 (two) grading criteriacompliant with 2 (two) grading criteria
�� Number of RBOs nonNumber of RBOs non--compliant with 3 (three) grading criteriacompliant with 3 (three) grading criteria
�� Number of RBOs nonNumber of RBOs non--compliant with 4 (four) grading criteriacompliant with 4 (four) grading criteria
�� Number of RBOs nonNumber of RBOs non--compliant with all grading criteriacompliant with all grading criteria
�� Number of Corrective Action Plans (CAP) requiredNumber of Corrective Action Plans (CAP) required
�� Number of CAPs in the development processNumber of CAPs in the development process
�� Number of CAPs approved by the DepartmentNumber of CAPs approved by the Department
�� Number of RBOs compliant with approved CAPNumber of RBOs compliant with approved CAP
�� Number of RBOs nonNumber of RBOs non--compliant with approved CAPcompliant with approved CAP


